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REMARKS IN SUPPORT OF 
THE PRE-APPEAL BRIEF REQUEST FOR REVIEW 

Dear Sir: 

In respotise to the Final Office Action mailed July 27» 2005 (hereinafter, 'the Final 
Action") and further pursuant to the Notice of Appeal and Pre-Appeal Brief Request for Review 
submitted hwwitb, the Applicants respectfully request review and reconsideration of the Final 
Acdon in view of the following issues. 

Claims 1-65 9-19, 21^23, 25-29, 32-35, 37-39 and 42-45 are aUowable 

Claims 1-6, 9-19> 21-23, 25''29, 32-35, 37-39 and 42-45 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 
103(a) over Uchiyama (US 6,766,175 B2) in view of Alexis (US 2004/0072544 Al). Claim 1, 
from which claims 2-6, 9-19, 21-23, and 25-26 depend, recites the following element: "a second 
data interlace of a second type to communicate with a second type of external device.'^ The 
Final Action asserts that the "cordless cradle (16, 122)" disclosed in Uchiyama reads on this 
clement Applicants submit that the Final Action is incorrect. Uchiyama discloses a ^stem for 
integrating a wireless telephone and a cordless telephone. The system includes a number of bus 
paths to transmit power, data, and control signals. As disclosed in Uchiyama, ''[t]he cordless 
telephone 6 and wireless telephone 4 rest m and connect to their respective intcr&ce cradles 122 
and 102. The functional structure of the docking station can readily be modeled as bus 
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architecture, havmg four basic bus paths. These mclude a power bus 108, audio signal bus 1 10* 
data signal bus 1 12, and internal control bus 114. The Junction of the power bus 108 is to receive 
electric pov^er from the power simply 106 and distribute it within the docking station and to the 
wireless telephone 4 and cordless telephones 6 for power supply and battery charging. The 
audio bus 110 cames the transmit and receive audio signals between the wireless telephone 4, 
the speakerphone 124, and the transceiver 1 16. The data bus 1 12 carries wireless telephone 4 
data signals between the wireless telephone and the controller 128 in the docking station.*' 
(Uchiyama, col. 10, lines 1-14 (emphasis added)). Further, as illustrated in FIG. 7 of Uchiyama, 
the cordless cradle 122 Is comiected only to the power bus, and not to the data b\is. Therefore, 
the cordless cradle 122 does not send or receive data signals, and is not a data hiterfacc. 
Accordingly, Uchiyanna &ils to disclose or suggest a '^second data interface of a second type to 
conimumcate with a second type of external device" as recited in claim 1 . This claim element is 
likewise not disclosed or su^ested by Alexis. 

In addition, claim 1 recites "a universal serial bus (USB) interface to communicate with a 
first typet of eternal device." The Final Action asserts tiiat this feature is disclosed by Alexis, 
(Final Action at p. 3). Applicants respectfbUy traverse this assertion. Alexis refers to a USB 
interface only as part of ad^r circuitiy. (See Alexis p. 12 [0092]). This ad^)ter chxniitiy is 
not used to communicate with a first type of external device. Instead, the adapter circuitry 
disclosed in Alexis is '^removably connected to the input/output pins of a cellular telephone.'^ 
Alexis p. 1 1 [0087]. Thu3, the adapter drcuitiy ui Alexis does not allow a base station or control 
module to communicate with a first type of external device. Therefore, even if there were a 
suggestion in Alexis or Uchiyama to combine the two references (which there is not), the 
references together fail to disclose or suggest the specific combination of claim 1 . 

Claims 2 -6, 9-1 9, 21-23, and 25-26 depend from claim 1 . Accordingly, Uchiyama and 
Alexis, individually and in combination, fail to disclose or suggest each and every element of 
these claims, at least by virtue of their dependency on claim 1 . 

With regards to dependent claim 23, for example, this claim recites the further feature of 
the first type of external device being a personal data assistant (PDA). Page 21 of the Final 
Action states that Alexis discloses the feature ^^erein the first type of external device is a PDA. 
However, Applicants respectfully point out that Alexis nov^ere discloses the use of a PDA as an 
exteroal device to the apparatus as claimed. The passage cited by the examiner (Alexis p. 1 1 
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[0085]) states that a personal data assistant (PDA) may be substituted for the wireless device of 
Alexis, and does not disclose or suggest that a PDA be used as a device external to the system. 
Accordingly^ Alexis nowhere teaches or suggests the use of a PDA as the first type of external 
device. 

With respect to indepettdent claim 27, the claim recites "communicating with an external 
device through a universal serial bus (USB) interface." As explained above, Uchiyama and 
Alexis, individually and in combination, do not disclose or suggest this element Accordingly, 
Uchiyama and Alexis feil to disclose or suggest each and every element of claim 27, 

Claims 28, 29 and 32-35 depend from claim 27. Accordingly, Uchiyama and Alexis, 
iiKlividually and in combination, &il to disclose or suggest each and eveiy el^mt of these 
claims, at least by virtue of their dependency on claim 27. 

With respect to independent claim 37, the claim recites "conomunicating with an external 
device through a universal serial bus (USB) hiter&ce.'' As explained above, Uchiyama and 
Alexis* individually and in comhination, do not disclose or sugg^ this element Accordingly^ 
Uchiyama and Alexis fail to disclose or suggest eadi and eveiy elemmt of claun 37. 

Clauns 38, 39 and 42-45 dep^d from claim 37. Acoordmgly, Uchiyama and Alexis^ 
individually and m combination* fail to disclose or suggest each and every client of these 
claims, at least by virtue of their dependency on claim 37. 

With respect to dependent claims 22, 33 and 43, each of these claims recite the fiirtfaer 
feature of the first type of external device being a camera. At page 20, the Fmal Action stat^ 
diat Alexis discloses a "personal video recording device." Applicants respectfully submit that 
Alexis nowhere discloses or suggests a camera as an external device. The only point at which 
Alexis discusses personal video recording devices is on p. 2 [0028]. However, Alexis 
specifically states that the personal video recording device or other communication device 
discusses is '^configured for communication over PSTN," Applicants respectfiiUy submit that a 
camera is not configured for communication over a PubHc Switched Telephone Network 
(PSTN), and therefore is not a personal video recording device as that term is defined m Alexis. 
Accordingly, Alexis teaches away from using a camera as an external device to the apparatus as 
claimed. 

With respect to claims 26, 35 and 45, these claims recite the &rther featute of the second 
type of data inter&ce that is a portable media reader and/or writer inter&ce. Page 21 of the Final 
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Action states that Alexis discloses the feature wherein the first type of external device is a 
computer system or a personal video recording device. However, AppUcants respectfully point 
out that the passage cited by the Exatniner (Alexis, p. 2 [0028]) specifically states that the 
computer ^tem, personal video recording device or other communication device of Alexis 
"configured for communication over PSTN." A portable media reader and/or writer interfece is 
not configured for communicatian over a PSTN and therefore is not apersonal video recording 
device or computer system as those terms are defined in Alexis. Accordingly, Alexis teaches 
away fiom using a portable media reader and/or writer inteifece as an external device to the 
apparatus as claimed. 
Claims 7 and 8 are allowable 

Claims 7 and 8 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over Uchiyama in view of Alexis 
and further in view of allegedly well known prior art. Qaims 7 and 8 depend fiom claim 1 . As 
explained above, Udbiyama and Alexis do not disclose or suggest each and every element of 
claim 1. Further, the alleged "well known prior art" cited by the examiner does not disclose or 
suggest the features of claim 1 that are lacking in Uchiyama and Alexis. In addition. Applicants 
traverse the Examiner's assertion that the elements of claims 7 and 8 are well known in the art. 
The Examiner has not cited any reference that discloses the frequencies recited in claims 7 and 8. 
Accordingly, the Final Action fails to establish that Uchiyama and Alexis, together witii Ae 
alleged well known prior art, disclose or suggest each and every element of claims 7 and 8, at 
least by virtue of their d^)endeiice on claim 1 . 
Claims 24, 36 and 46 are allowable 

Regarding the rejection of claims 24, 36, and 46 under 35 U.S.C. § 103 over Uchiyama in 
view of Alexis and in view of Harrison, et al. (US 2002/01 1 190 Al ("Harrison")) on page 18 of 
the Final Action, as discussed above Uchiyama and Alexis, individually and in combination, feil 
to disclose each and ev«y element of claims 1, 27 and 37. Harrison Ms to remedy this 
deficiency. For example, Harrison nowhere discloses the use of a USB interfile to communicate 
wilii an external device. Accordingly, Uchiyama, Alexis, and Harrison feil to teach or suggest 
every element of claims 24, 36 and 46, at least by virtue of their respective dependency on 
claims 1, 27 and 37. Further, these dependent claims recite additional features neither disclosed 
nor suggested hy the cited references. 
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In particular, claims 24, 36 and 46 each recite the feature wherein the external device is a 
digital storage card. At page 1 8, the OfSce Action states that Harrison discloses the feature 
wherein the first type of external device is a memoxy flash card. Applicants respectfully disagree 
that Harrison discloses a first type of external device, Harrison discloses a base station for a 
personal digital assistant OPDA). (Harrison p. 1 [0002]), The base station is used to back up the 
memory of a PDA. (Harrison p. 1 [0007]). Hiere is no discussion, suggestion, or teaching of 
comiecting the base station disclosed in Hairison to a base station or control module for 
communicating between a wireless wide area network and a wireless local atea telephone. 
Moreover, there is no suggestion in Uchiyama, Alexis or Harrison of combining the two 
references. 

Accordingly, Uchiyama, Alexis, and Harrison, individually and in combmation, Ml to 
disclose each and every element of claims 24, 36;p and 46. 

Condusion 

As discussed above, the Final Action fails to establish that the cited references and the 
proposed combinations thereof disclose or suggest the specific combinations of clients recited 
by independent claims 1 , 27, and 37. The Final Action therefore fails to establish that the cited 
references disclose or sug^t each and every element of cl^ms 2-19, 21-26, 28, 29, 32-36, 38, 
39i and 42-46. Accordingly, the pendmg claims are allowable ov^the cited references and the 
Applicants therefore request withdrawal of all pending rejections. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(u/-Li/or ^-:Z^F. 

Date Adam D. Sheehan, Reg. No. 42,146 

TOLER, LARSON & ABEL, L.L,P. 
SOOO Plaza On The Lake, Suite 265 
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